ix; FN | is — bv, 
r . N 3 n 2 
OED "rc i — — = _ 
a ” 2 © Oe — 2 
* 
by - 


EpISCO PAL DIisSEN TERS 
I N 
SCOTLAND, 


And that of the 


Diſſenters in Ireland 


COMPAR'D; 


With Relation to Toleration and a Capa= | 
city for CIVIL OrFIcCEs; 


LETTERS 


Member of Parliament. 


6 — 


* 


| DUBLIN: 8 
Printed by S. Po WELL in Crane · lane, and Sold 
by the Bookſellers. M pce xxx111. 


q 
3 
— 
1 * 
r 
* - 
— : 
4 
. 
ET. 2 
* "ol 5 7 
e : 
7 A 
192 ES + 
* * 18 N r E 
© 
2 2 
: , 45 l 
ä 1 J 
* 
* — 
* 
2 } 
; R | 
, % 
L % 2 
+I 
77 


eee ee e 


(2) 


— 


—— „% „— — 


2 —_ — — — —_— * — # 111 — 
— ** * * * 


S I Ry 


HERE is nothing that. has been more 
| | frequently objected to the Proteſtant Diſ- 
ſenters here than the Uſage the Presbyte- 
rians in Scotland are ſuppos'd to have given 
to the Epiſcopal Diſſenters in that Kingdom. This 
has been hinted at in ſeveral Papers lately publiſh'd, 
particularly in one that came out a few Days ago 
with this Title, The Tables turn'd againſt the Presby- 
terians, or Reaſons againſt the Sacramental Teſt, by a Ge- 
neral Aſſembly of Scotland. The Author of that Pa- 
per produces a Repreſentation of the General Aſſem- 
P 


ly in 1703, againſt tolerating thoſe of the Epiſco- 

al Perſuaſion there, and ſeems to think this a very 
good Reaſon why the Diſſenters here ſhou'd not be 
render'd capable of Places of Profit and Truſt, 

1 ſhall give you my Thoughts on this Subject, and 
hope to ſnew, | Gs 

_ Firſt, Thar ſuppoſing the Account this Writer 

ives of the Repreſentation of the General Aſſem- 

ly to be intirely true and juſt, it does not at all at- 
fe& the Diſſenters of this Kingdom, nor ought to 


be turn'd to their Prejudice. 


zaly, I ſhall ſtate the Matter of Fact itſelf, by 
which it will appear that the Presbyterian Church of 
Scotland is not ſuch an Enemy to Toleration as ſome 
People wou'd make us believe, and that the Diſſen- 
ters in this Kingdom deſire no better Treatment than 
is given to the Epiſoopal Diſſenters there. 
As to theFirſt, I know no Reaſon in the World, why 
the Diſſenters here ſhou'd be made anſwerable for any 
thing that is ſaid or done by the General Aſſembly of 
Scotland, It is very hard, that when their Enemies 
AZ can 
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can find nothing in their Conduct here to charge 
them with, they muſt go to another Kingdom to 
find Matter of Accufation. Is it becaufe the Church 
of Scotland and the Diſſenters here are Presþyterians, 
or, as this Writer calls them, Brethrenꝰ? and muit 
the Diſſenters in Ireland be accountable for every 
Thing that has at any Time been done by any 
under the Denomination of Presbyterians? muſt. the 
Church of England be charg'd with all the wrong 
Things done by thoſe of the Epiſcopal Perſuaſion 
every where? and particularly with all the ill Things 
that have been done (of which many might be eafily 
mention'd) by thoſe of rhe Epiſcopal Perſuaſion in 
Scotland? I am perſuaded this wou'd be thought very 
unfair in the one Cafe, and why ſhou'd it be thought 
fair or juſt in the other? The Diffenters in Trelaud 
don't think themfelves any turther concluded by 
what paſſes in the General Aſſembly of the Church 
of Scotland, than as they apprehend it to be agreeable 
to Seripture, or right Reafon, If therefore that 
General Aſſembly had expreſly declar'd againſt all 
Toleration of any Profeſſion but their own, this 
. ought nat to be a Prejudice to the Proteſtant Diſſen- 
ters in Ireland, who if they may be allow'd to know 
their own Sentiments, and I think they are rather to 
be believ'd in this than their bitter Adverſaries, are 
as generally for tolerating all Proteſtants that differ 
from them, as any Body of Men now in the World. 
But Ham willing, that 1 may allow theſe Gentle- 
men all the Scope > can dehre, to carry the Sup- 
poſition yer further. Let us ſuppoſe, that once up- 
on a time the Piſſenters in /reland had drawn up a 
Repreſentation againſt tolerating thoſe of the Epiſ- 
copal Perſuaſion here, this no doubt wou'd have 
been made uſe of as an unqueſtionable Proof that the 
Diſſenters here are not fr be tolerated, much lets in- 
truſted by the Government: And yet on this Sup- 
1 poſition, 
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ofition, it wou'd not be a fair Inference. For why 
Mou'd the preſent Generation of. Diſſenters be an- 


ſwerable for every wrong Thing that was done by 


any of that Denomination in former Ages in this 


Kingdom, except it can be prov'd (which Iam 


ſure it cannot) to be one of their known avowed 


Principles. They deſire in this Caſe no other Al- 
lowance to be made to them, than what the Gen- 
tlemen of the eſtabliſh'd Church would think it 
juſt to claim to themſelves. The Revd. Mr. Story 
tells us in his late Sermon preach'd before the Honou- 
rable Houſe of Commons, chat all Churches Lutheran 
and Caluiniſt, Churchman and Diſſenter, have been 
too prone in their Turns to lay Hardſhips on thoſe 
that differ'd from them. Does this prove that 
therefore none of them ought to be tolerated at all? 
no; but that they ſhou'd all grow wiſer, and endea- 
vour to throw off all the unhappy Remains of a Spi+ 
rit of Perſecution, and aft in a Manner more bes 
eoming the mild and charitable Temper and Genius 

If I were difpos'd to revive Things which had 
better be forgotten, it wou'd be no hard Matter to 
mention Canons and Conſtitutions  Ecclefiaftical, drawn 
up by a famous Convocation of the Church of Eng- 
land in 1603, excommunicating, 7p/o fatto, all that 
diſſent from her, and thereby ſubjecting them to the 
ſevereſt Penalties; and if the preſent Church of Eng- 
land be not accountable for any Principles or Canons 


that any of its Convocations have formerly advanc'd 


inconſiſtent with Toleration, much leſs are the 


Diſſenters in Ireland accountable tor any Thing that 


pats'd in a General Aſſembly of the Church of Scot- 
land, even tho' it had been Canons ratified with the 
greateſt Solemnity, whereas the Thing here objected 
is only a Petition or Addreſs of the Commiſſion of 
the General Aſſembly, which carries far leſs of Au- 
thority init than the ether. I have 


$3 
have gone hitherto on the Suppoſition that the 
General Aſſembly ot the Church ot Scotland was 
as great an Enemy to a Toleration of thoſe that 
diſſent trom her, as ſome are willing to believe, bur 
Jam of Opinion, that upon a fair and impartial 
ſtaring the Fact, ir will appear, that that Church has 
ſhew'd a moderation towards thoſe of the Epiſco- 
pal Perſuaſion, that perhaps conſidering all things 
cannot be caſily parallel'd in other Churches; Iam 
{ure incomparably:-more than the Epiſcopal Church 
there had ſhewn to them. N | 
: Whoever confiders the Hardſhips that were put 
upon the Presbyrerians in Scotland, between the 
Time of the Reſtoration. and the Revolution, and 
the cruel Laws that were enacted againſt them, 
whereby they were purſued to Fining, Impriſon- 
ment, Con fiſcation, Baniſhment, and Death, might 
be ready to expect that when the Presbyterians 
came to have the Power in their own Hands, they 
ſhou'd have been exaſperated to the higheſt De- 
ree, and have retaliated their own Severities upon 
hem. But whether they did this or not, will 
appear to any Man that impartially conſiders the 
following Account. f | te 
The firſt Act that cou'd affect the Epiſcopal 
Clergy was that of the Convention, April 13. 
1689, whereby all were requir'd to pray for King 
William and Queen Mary, and to read the Procla- 
mation in their Churches, and that the Refuſers 
Jhould be depriv'd of their Churches and Benefi- 
ces, and that they who obey'd ſhou'd be protected. In 
Conſequence of this, many were ejected for re- 
fuſing to pray for the King and Queen, or to read 
the Proclamation; but I ſuppoſe this will not be 
charg'd as Perſecution in the Church of Scotland, 
any more than depriving the Non- jurors in Eu- 
gland, will be brought as a Charge of Perſecution 
againſt the Church of England. We ſee by 
this very Act, that the Epiſcopal Clergy were 
to 
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to be protected in their Churches and Benefites z 
it they pray'd for their Majeſties, and by an Act 
of the ſame Convention it is prohibited and diſcharg d 
that any Injury be offer'd by any Perſon whatſoever to. 
any Mipifter of the Goſpel either in Church or Meeting= 
Houſes, who are preſently is the Poſſeſſion and Exer- 


riſe of their Miniftry therein, and behave as becomes 
under the preſent Government. A 93142 

In the firſt Parliament atter the Revolution, there 
was an Act paſs'd June the 7th r690, eſtabliſning 
Presbyterian Church- Government, in which it is 
ordain'd, that the General Aſſembly, the Miniſters 
and Elders fhall have power to try and purge out all in- 
ſufficient, ſcandalous, and erroneous Miniſters, by due 
Courſe of Ecclefiaftical Proceſs and Cenſures. By this 
Act they were not to eject any Miniſters except they 
were inſufficient, ſcandalous, or erroneous. But it 
will perhaps be ſaid they judg'd the Miniſters of the 
Epiſcopal Perſuaſion to be erroneous, and theretore 
wou'd eje& them meerly on that Account. But the 
contrary appears from a Declaration of the Gene- 
ral Aſſembly that fat from October the 16th to No- 
vember the 19th in that ſame Year 1690, (and which 
was the firſt General Aſſembly after the Revolution) 
which came to this Reſolution, Seffioz the 6th, that 
#his Aſembly will depoſe no Incumbent fimply for their 
Judgment annent the Government of the Church, nor urge 
Keordination upon them. And that fame Aſſembly gave 
Inſtructious to their Committee for Viſitatious, That they 
be very cautious of receiving Informations againſt the 
late Conformiſis s and that they proceed in the Matter 
of Cenſure very deliberately, that none may have juſt 
Cauſe to complain of their Rigidity, and that they 
Hall not proceed to Cenſure, but upon relevant Libels, and 
ſufficient Probation: And the Committee is further 
unpower'd, f they ſhall be inform'd of any pre- 
cipitant Procedure of the Presbyteries in ſuch Proceſa 
{es to reſtrain them, | After 
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After this, by an Act of Parliament paſs'd Gly 


the t6th 1695, no more is requir'd of Perſons in 


order ro their continuance in their reſpectivt 
Kirks, Benefices, and Stipends, than that they take 
the Oath of Allegiance and the Aſſurance; and bthave 
themſelves worthily in Doctrine, Life, aud Conver ſatis 
on. By the Afſurance is meant a Declaration, that 
they account King Milliam a rightful King, and 
not an Uſurper, and that they ſwear Fidelity to 
him as King in that Senſe. . | 

Upon theie terms were the Epiſcopal Incumbents 
allow'd to continue in their Churches. And 
whereas many of them had continu'd in their Places 
till that time without taking the Oaths, and theres 
fore according to ſeveral Acts of Parliament that had 


been made ſhou'd have been ejected and depriv'd, 


they were allo w' d further time to come and qualify 
themfelves till the iſt of September in that Year 169. 
And afterwards in the Years 1402 and 1703, thoſe 
that wou'd {till come in and qualify weteallow'd the 
Benefit of it. And ſo great was the Moderation 
excrciſed towards them, that ſo lately as in the 
Year 1710 there was publiſh'd a Lift of 112 
Epiſcopal Miniſters who then enjoy'd Churches 
and Manſion- Houſes in Scotland, ſeveral of whom _. 
were profeſs'd Non-jurors, and refus'd to wy 
for the Queen; beſides a great Number of og 
thers that preach'd in Mecting-Houſes , where 
ſome ot them pray'd for the Pretender, and o- 
thers refus'd to pray tor the Queen, and pray'd 
only for their Sovereign, meaning the Pretender. 
I know the Epiſcopal Clergy of Scotland have 
rais'd very great Clamours of unparallel'd Hardſhips 
and ſufferings, (and I doubt not the Non-jurors int 
England think their own Suffcrings as grievous) 
but they have been frequently challeng'd to name 
any one Clergyman of the Epiſcopal Perſuaſion that 
was turn'd out of his Pariſh after April the 13th, 
1689, when the Government was ſettled after the In- 


terreſhimaths, for any other Cauſe than their Im- 
morality and Inſufficiency (for which they wou'd 
have been equally ejected if they had been Pres- 
byterians) or for not taking the Oaths to the Go 
vernment: Concerning which you may ſee the 
Vindication of the Church of Scotland in anſwer 
to five Pamphlets, publiſh'd by order of the Ge- 
neral Aſſembly in 1691 LS | 
After King William's Death and Queen Aune's 
Acceſſion to the Throne, the Jacobites took heart, 
and began to conceive great hopes of ſome new 
turn of Affairs in their favour, particularly in Scot- 
land. Many came over from St. Germains and other 
Parts of France to Scotland, that had forfeited their 
Lives to the Law by practiſing againſt the Govern- 
ment in King William's Reign. And the Epiſco- 
pal Clergy mov'd for an Indulgence by an Addreſs 
to her Majeſty; which Addreſs (as one of their 
Agents Mr. Richard Scott expreſſes it in a Letter da- 
ted January the 11th 1703) was very well drawn by 
the Advice both of Churchmen and Lawyers, without 
any Promiſe of qualifying, In that Addreſs they de- 
fire her Majeſty to give liberty 70 ſuch Pariſhes, 
where all or moſs of the Heretors and Inhabitants are 
of the Epiſcopal Perſuaſion, to call, place, and give Be- 
nefices to Miniſters of their own Principles. Here it is 
plain, that their Deſign in petitioning for an Indul- 
gence was not meerly for a freedom of Worſhip in 
their own way in ſeparate Meetings, but to get the 
publick Churches and Benefices into their own. 
hands, and diſpoſſeſs the preſent Incumbents, where- 
ever they had the Majority in a Pariſh, and all 
this, without qualifying themſelves by taking the 
Oaths to the Government; and] leave it to you, Sir, 


to judge, what would have been thought of the Diſ- 


enters of this Kingdom, notwithſtanding their 
known loyalty, if ever they had preſumed to make 
ſuch a Propoſil. | 

| B And 
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And now this may let us into the deſign ot the 
Motion that was made in Parliament, that ſame 
Year, June the 7th, 1703, for granting them a 
Toleration, againſt which rhe Commiſſion of the 
General Aſſembly made the Repreſentation that has 
been ſo much exclaim'd againſt. It muſt be ob- 
ſerv'd, that the Draught of the Bill for Toleration 
brought into Parliament, had not the leaſt Clauſe 
obliging the Preachers to ſwear to her Majeſty, or 
to pray for her; and it concluded with a Clauſe 
whereby all former ACts of Parliament that ſeem'd 
to derogate from the Toleration then propos'd, 
ſhou'd be made of no Force, which was plainly cal- 
culated to take off the Force of thoſe Acts that o- 
blig'd all Preachers to take the Oaths, and pray for 
her Majeſty. Accordingly the Parliament refus'd 
to grant this. Toleration, becauſe they ſaw plainly, 
that under the Notion of that Indulgence, the Fac- 
tion had a Deſign not only to ſet up Meeting- Houſes 
but to obtrude Preachers upon Churches, where 
without taking the Oaths to the civil Government, 
they might train up People in Diſaffection to it, and 
make way for the Pretender. You may ſee a very 
good Account of this whole Matter in a Book print- 
ed in 1704. called, An Account of the Proceedings of 
the Parliament of Scotland, which met at Edinburgh, 
May 6. 1703. As alſo, in the Remarks on Mr. Grien- 
ſhield's Caſe, Publiſh'd by the Commiſſion of the 
General Aſſembly in 1710. where we are further in- 
form'd, that tho' the Party did not obtain the indul- 
gence they demanded, yet many of them who 
were known Jacobites ſet up Meeting-Houſes con- 
trary to Law, and intruded into the Parithes, 
not only of Presbyterians, but alſo into thoſe 
of the Epiſcopal Miniſters, who were allow'd to. 
continue in their Churches and Benefices, upon 
their taking the Oaths to the Civil Goyernment, 
and 


„ 
and they treated thoſe Epiſcopal Miniſters, with as 
much Spire and Contempt, becauſe they had taken 
the Oaths, as they did the profeſs'd Presbyteri- 
ans. | 
Upon this View of the Caſe, it will not ſeem ſo 
ſtrange, that the General Aſſembly ſhou'd then 
expreisſuch an averſeneſs to the Toleration pro- 
pos'd, conſidering what they apprehended to be the 

deſign ot it; nor that they ſhou'd declare, as they 
do in that Repreſentation, that to grant a Toleration 
to that Party in the preſent Circumſtances of Church and 
State, muſt unavoidably ſhake the Foundation of the pre- 
fent happy Conſtitution. And it is on this Ground that 
they atterwards ſay, that in he preſent Caſe and Cir- 
cumſtances of this Church and Nation, to enact a Tole- 
ration for thoſe of that Way, wou'd be to Eſtabliſh 
Iniquity by a Law. This Writer produces only the 
latter Part of the Sentence, but drops thole Expreſ- 
ſions (in the preſent Caſe and Circumſtances of this 
Church, and Nation) whereby it wou'd have ap- 

ear'd, that it was neither becauſe they look'd upon 
all Toleration of thoſe of. a different Perſuaſion, to be 
Efrabliſhing Iniquity by a Law, nor becauſe there was 
ſomething particularly iniquitous in the Conſtitution of an 
Epiſcopal Church, as this Writer pretends, but be- 
cauſe in the Circumſtances they were then in, they 
apprehended it wou'd be highly dangerous to the 


Church and State. | 
I cannot here but obſerve another inſtance of the 


diſingenuity in this Writer, or in the Author he co- 
pies from, when pretending to give a juſt Account 
of that Repreſentation made in the Name of the 
General Aſſembly, one very material Clauſe is omit- 
ted, in which they ſay, this Toleration wou d propa» 
gate and theriſh Diſaſfection to the Civil Government z 


he cites the Words immediately n this 
B 2 Clauſe, 
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Clauſe, and the Words immediately following, but 
thinks proper to omit this, how fairly and candidly 
the World will judge. | | 

And whereas it is urg'd in that Repreſentation, 
that the People in Scotland, had no ſcruple in their 


Conſcience againſt joint-Communion with the legally-Eſfla- 


Bliſb'd Church, till by the practiſingof ſome Per ſons they 


bave in ſome Places divided of late; this Gentleman is 
pleas'd to contradict them in this, and takes upon 
him to affirm, that thoſe of the Epiſcopal way in 
Scotland, always had ſome pretence of Conſcience againſt 


joint Communion. But it happens that he is intirely 


miſtaken in Matter of Fact. The Epiſcopal Gen- 
tlemen, except thoſe that were Enemies to the Go- 
vernment, made no ſcruple at the Time when the 
Commiſſion of the General Aſſembly made that 
Repreſentation, of attending the Miniſtrations of 
the Presbyterian Miniſters. And indeed the Form 
of Worſhip in the Presbyterian Church, was 
very much the ſame that it had been in the Epiſ- 
copal Church of Scotland; there was no Liturgy, 
no Ceremonies impos'd on either Side; and as to 
Church- Government, it is obſerved in the Repreſen- 
tation above- mention'd, that it was the conſtant and 
known Principle of the Miniſters of the Prelatical Way 
in Scotland, that Difference of Opinion about Church- 
Government, 1s no ſufficient Reaſon for Separation in 
Mor ſbip. And they themſelves had in a Formula given 
into the General Aſſembly, in 1692. in the Name of 
the Body of the Epiſcopal Clergy in Scotland, offer'd 
zo ſubmit to Presbyterian Church-Government, as 
then Eſtabliſn'd; which Formula you may ſee in 
the above-mention'd Account of the proceedings of the 
Parliament in Scotland, p. 98. nor was there any 
Declaration ever requir'd of them, which oblig'd 
them to renounce their Sentiments as to F 

One 
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None of them were ever diſturb'd or ejected meers 
ly on that account; but all that took the 
Gaths to the Government and were of good Con- 
verſation were ſecur'd by Act of Parliament in the 
Poſſeſſion of their Places and Benefices. Theſe 
Things conſider'd, it appears pretty plainly, that 
the Scruple of thoſe of the Epiſcopal Way in Scoi- 
land againſt joint-Communion, was chiefly of the 
ſame — with that of the Nonjurors in Eng- 
land ; and great Induſtry was us'd to foment and wi- 
den the Diviſion, on Purpoſe to keep up a Party 
againſt the State; and I doubt not if there had been 
an Eſtabliſh'd Epiſcopal © hurch continued in Scot- 
land, that had fallen in with the Revolution, and 
preſent Government, the Body of the pros Epiſ- 
copal Diſſenters wou'd have ſeparated from them, 
as well as from the Presbyterians. It muſt be own'd 
indeed, that many of the Epiſcopal Party in Scot- 
land, of late Years, are alter d from what they were 
before, tho? not in their Averſion to the Governs 
ment, which continues the ſame that ever it was. 
Several of them now make uſe ot the Engliſh Litur- 
gy, tho' it is well known that they are very much 
divided and have no {mall Contention among them- 
{elves on this Head; and the Notions ot thoſe that 
nullify all the Presbyterian Miniſtrations, and un- 
church all the Reformed Churches abroad, have al- 
ſo of late obtain'd among them; which muſt neceſ- 

___ drive them to a greater Diſtance from the 
Presbyterians than before. 
I think upon the whole it appears that the 
Church of Scotland hath not been wanting in Mo- 
deration towards thoſe of the Epiſcopal Perſuaſi- 
on; and I believe it wou'd have been thought the 
higheſt Preſumption, in the Diſſenters in England, 
or here, to have expected any Benefice in the 
Church, upon ſuch eaſy Terms as were allow'd — 
| the 
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the Epiſcopal Diſſenters there. And this ] will ven- 
ture to ſay, that if the Body of the Diſſenters in 
this Kingdom, were ſuch known Enemies to the 
Civil Govergment, as the Epiſcopal Party in Scot- 
land, they wou'd ſcarce have had the Face to have 
applied for a Toleration, much leſs tor a Capacity of 
being admitted to Civil Offices, or if they had ap- 
plied for either in theſe Circumſtances, I am pretty 
confident it wou'd have been rejected. 

I need {ay no more to ſhew how much this Wri- 
ter is miſtaken, when he wou'd conclude from that 
Repreſentation, made by the Commiſſion of the 
General Aſſembly of Scotland, that the Diſſenters 
in this Kingdom are Enemies to all Toleration, and 
ought not to be employ'd or intruſted by the Go- 
vernment. He obſerves indeed, that whoever thinks 


joint - Communion with the Eftabliſh'd Church Larwful, 


may be an occaſional Conformiſt, and conſequently, may 
tate an Employment when he can get it. But I muſt 
own, the bitter reproaches that have been ſo often 
caſt by thoſe of this Writer's Spirit, againſt ſuch 
as have occaſionally conform'd,repreſenting them as 
the baſeſt of Hypocrites, give no great Encourage» 
ment to thoſe who might be otherwiſe able to do it 
without Scruple. He adds, that none are excluded but 
they who think Communion with an Epiſcopal Church ini- 
quity. I find this inſiſted on by the Author of a 
Pamphlet falfly aſcrib'd to the Biſhop of London, 
and lately reprinted here, the deſign of which 
is to ſhew, that 20 Time is a proper Time for applying 
for the Repeal of the Teſt Act; that Author affirms, 
that the Teſt Act only excludes thoſe who judging the 
Communion of the Church unlawful, as in it ſelf ſinful, 
are oblig'd in Conſcience to deſtroy it as ſoon as they can. 
This is twice or thrice repeated in that ſhort 
Pamphler, as if the ſtreſs of the Cauſe lay upon it. 


Yet the Suppoſition here made, is far from being 
8 true. 
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true. A Man may think Communion with the E- 
ſtabliſh'd Church very lawful, and yet be as much 
excluded by the Teſt Act, as if he judg'd it abſolute- 
ly unlawful ; becauſe he may think it unlawtul to 
to take the Sacrament, as a qualification for a Civil 
Poſt ; atleaſt he cannot in Conſcience do it himſelf, 
tho' he may not take upon him to condemn thoſe 
that do ſo; and ſuch a one is as effectually excluded 
by the Teſt Act, as if he thought it abſolutely un- 
lawful to have Communion with the Church at 
all. g 

Beſides a Man may as to his own Practice, ſcruple 
Communion with the Eſtabliſh'd Church, and 
yet not think himſelf oblig'd in Conſcience to de- 
ſtroy it. He may have a very good Opinion of a 
Church, and very kind and charitable Thoughts of 
the Members ot it, and yet not be able to hold 
Communion with that Church, if ſhe requires any 
Thing as a Term of Communion which he ſcru- 
ples; and he may deſire in ſuch a Caſe to be indulg'd 
and tolerated himſelf, without any Diſpoſition to 
impoſe his own Sentiments and Practice upon o- 
thers. I will put the Caſe, that any Church ſhou'd 
make the Opinion of the lawfulneſs of eating 
Blood a Term of Admiſſion to it's Communion, a 
Man that ſcruples this, cou'd not be able to join in 
Communion with that Church, how much ſoever 
he approvꝰd it in other Things. But wou'd his not 
being able to join in Communion with that Church, 
on ſuch an Account as chis, be any Proof that he is not 
fit to be employ'd by the State? The Apoſtle plainly 
determines, that a Man who does a Thing, that his 
own Conſcience diſapproves, fins in doing it, and 
yet he exhorts ſuch Perſons not to judge or cenſure 
others whole Conſciences allow them to do what 
they ſcruple. To apply this, 'tis certain, that the 
Diſſenters have ſcruples about ſeveral Things 5 
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quir'd in the Eftabliſh'd Church; I am not now in⸗ 
quiring, whether their Scruples be juſt; if they are 
in the wrong, they have been ſufficient Loſers by it; 
and therefore ought to be pitied, and not re- 
proach'd and inſulted z but whilft they are under 
theſe Scruples; they are debarr'd from Communion 
with the Eſtabliſh'd Church, let them otherwiſe 
have never ſo good an Opinion of that Church, and 
never ſo much approve her Articles, as it is known 
the Generality of the Diſſenters do. This being the 
Caſe, it will follow indeed that they will (as the 
Law allows them to do) meet in ſeparate Congregas 
tions, where they may enjoy the Benefit of Chriſtian 
Communion, without being oblig'd to any ot thoſe 
Things which they conſcientiouſly ſcruple; bur it 
will not follow that they muſt be oblig'd in 
Conſcience to deſtroy the Eſtabliſhment. If 
they be allow'd the Liberty of worſhipping 
God in their own way, they don't pretend 
to preſcribe to others. And if it be judg'd proper to 
debar them from Eccleſiaſtical Benefices and Prefers 
ments in the Church, becauſe they cannot comply 
with the Terms rhe Church requires, yet why 
ſhould they be render'd incapable of ſerving the State 
to which they are known to be well- affected? 

Since this Gentleman and others have thought fit 
to appeal to Scotland in the preſent Queſtion, the 
Diſſenters deſire no more than to be treated with the 
ſame Tenderneſs under an Epiſcopal Eſtabliſhment, 
with which the Epiſcopal Diſſenters are treated in a 
Country where 1 is eſtabliſn'd. They will 
not pretend, that becauſe they are known to be by 
Principle and Inclination ſtrongly attach'd to the 
preſent Government, and the others known to be al- 
moſt univerſally againſt it, that therefore they ought 
to be diſtinguiſh'd with ſuperior Advantages, but 
they hope they ſhall not be us'd worle than they are. 
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T Thoſe that diſſent from theEſtabliſhment in Vi- 
Britain not only have a Toleration given them, but 
have a Capacity of being admitted to Places of Pro- 
fit and Truſt upon taking the Oaths to the Govern- 
ment, without any other Teſt impos'd upon them; 
the Diſſenters here once had that Priviledge too, but 
after the many fignal Services they had done their 
Country and the Proteſtant Religion, without any 
Fault that I can find ever laid to their Charge, they 
have been depriv'd of this Priviledge, by which an 
odious Diſtinction is put upon them, ſo that one 
that is unacquainted with the Hiſtory of the Times 
wou'd be apt to think that they had merited this 
Brand by ſome ſignal Act of Diſloyalty. This they 
cannot but look upon as a great Grievance, and 
therefore hope they will not be blam'd, if they hum- 
bly apply to the Wiſdom and Juſtice of this preſent 

Parliament to relieve them from it. 
It is hop'd that thoſe that are truly zealous for the 
Honour of the Church of England will be loth that 
in Moderation and a kind and generous Conduct to- 
wards thoſe that diſſent from her, ſhe ſhou'd be out- 
done by a Presbyterian Church. Indeed the Revd. 
Mr. Story has been very caretul to ſave the Church's 
Honour, by telling us, that this is a Thing in Which 
the Church has no concern; it lies wholly before 
the Stare, and the Queſtion turns wholly upon 
political Conſiderations. And if this be the 
Cale, it is to be hop'd that the Clergy will leave 
the State to do its own Buſineſs, or if they in- 
terpoſe at all, that it will be in a Way of Mode- 
ration and Charity, ſo becoming Chriſtians and 
the Miniſters of Jeſus, But whilſt the Danger of 
the Church is almoſt the only Argument made uſe 
of for continuing their Fellow-Proteſtants under le- 
gal Reſtraints and Incapacities, it will ſtill be re- 
_ garded as the Church's Cauſe, and if there be any 
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Thing wrong in it the Church will be hardly able 
ro eſcape the Diſeredit of it, which I hope our Par- 
liament, who [I really believe have a ſincere Regard 
for the Honour of the eſtabliſh'd Church, will en- 
deavour to remove. 

Another obvious Reflexion that offers itſelf on 
this Occaſion is, that whereas the Queſtion has been 
often pur of late what the Presbyterians wou'd do if 
they had it in their Power, and it has been inſinuated 
that they would hot give that Toleration to others 
which themſelves enjoy, here is a Caſe directly to 
the Point; a Country where Presbytery is the Eſta- 
bliſhmenr, yet not only a Toloration is given to 
thole that diſſent from that Eſtabliſhmenr, but they 
have a full Capacity of being admitted to Places of 
Profit and Trutt upon taking the Oaths to the Go- 
vernment. And what renders this more remarkable 
is, t hat there had been very ſevere Teſts injoin'd be- 
fore, when Epiſcopacy was eſtabliſh'd in that Coun- 
try, whereby Presbyterians were diſqualificd for ci- 
vil Offices, or for electing Burgeſſes for Parliament, 
and for following ſome Kind of Trades. But the 
Presbyterians, when it came to their Turn ro be 
in Power aſter the Revolution, never pretended to 
impole any Jeſt that ſhould oblige any Perſon to 
the peculiar Prineiples of Presbyterians, as a Quali- 
fication for civil Offices. 

I think it is alſo a very natural Reflection on this 


Subject, that the admitting Diſſenters to a Capacity 


of Places of Profit and I'ruſt, is very conſiſtent with 
the Security of an eſtabliſh'd Church. Indeed 
molt of the Pamphlets that have been lately publith'd 
on this Subject, whether of our own Production or 
imported from abroad, ſeem to proceed upon this as 
2a certain Principle, that no eſtabliſn'd Church can 
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be ſafe, where thoſe that diſſent from it are capable 
of Offices of Profit and Truſt. Bur I beg leave to 
mention the eſtabliſh'd Church of North-Britainas 
an Inſtance to the contrary. Thoſe that diſſent 
from that Eſtabliſhment have no legal Reſtraints or 
civil Incapacities laid upon them on the Accountof 
that diſſent; yet that Church is in Safety, and who- 
ſoever wou'd affirm that it is in Danger under his 
Majeſty's Adminiſtration, wou'd be juſtly regarded 
as an Incendiary, and a Diſturber of the publick 
Peace and of his Majeſty's Government. Thar 
Church is by the Union eſtabliſh'd on a ſolid Baſis ; 
and the Epiſcopal Eſtabliſhment in England and Ire- 
land hath the ſame Security, and it is put out of the 
Power either of King or Parliament to alter it with- 
out ſubverting the Conſtitution. This is a ſtrong 
Security, common to both Churches, and every 
way ſufficient. But beſides this, the eſtabliſh'd 
Church in England and Ireland has additional Secu- 
rities, which the other has not: His Majeſty is of 
the Church of England, and fo are all our ſueceeding 
Princes oblig'd to be. The Parliament of the uni- 
ted Kingdom of Greai- Britain has a vaſt Majority of 
Members that are of the Epiſcopal Perſuaſion; and 
in the Houſe of Lords the Biſhops are a ſtanding 
Part of the Legiſlature. The Conſtitution of the 
Parliament is the fame in Heland; and without 
{ome extraordinary Revolution which wou'd intire- 
ly unhinge the whole preſent Settlement, which no 
Diſſenter in his Senſes wou'd deſire, can never be ex- 
pected to be otherwiſe. Now if the eſtabliſh'd 
Church in Scotland be ſafe without the Security of 
a Teſt (as I believe it is) under a Parliament of 
Church of England men, can any Reaſon be aſſign'd 
why the Church of Ezz/and which has all the Securi- 
ties that Church has, and tar more, ſhou'd not be 
fate if the Tett were repeal'd ? Or wou'd the mere 
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putting a few Diſſenters in Places under the Go» 
vernment (which is the urmoſt that cou'd be ſup- 
pos'd the Confequence of it) endanger a Church 
which has the King, the Parliament, the Nobi- 
lity, and avaſt Majority of the Gentry on its Side, 
beſides irs being no made an unalterable Part of the 
Conſtitution ? 1 muſt own, this ſeems to me ſo ex- 
traordinary a Suppoſition, that I can ſcarce per- 
ſuade myſelf that any Man of Senſe can ſeriouſly be- 
lieve it. And in my Opinion, they are far from con- 
ſulting the Honour of the eſtablith'd Church in Exg- 
land and Ireland, who repreſent her as ſtanding in 
need of ſo much more Security than other Churches, 
as if ſhe had not as good a Foundation in Scripture, 
Reaſon, or Antiquity, which I am lure is a Suppo- 
fition that none of her Friends will admit. But be- 
ſides, why ſhou'd not the Church in Ireland be as ſafe 
{uppoſing the Teſt-Act were repeal'd as ſhe was be- 
fore it was made? W hat ſhou'd hinder the Church's 


being as ſecure now as it was before 1703? Or let 
any Man name the Diſadvantages and Dangers that 
accrued to Church and State from admitting the 
Diſſenters to Places of Profit and Truſt in the Reign 


